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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
 FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) I N F O R M A T I O N
)

Plaintiff, ) JUDGE
)

v. ) CASE NO.
)
)

SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI ) Title 18, United States Code, Sections 
BRUCE ZACCAGNINI ) 666, 981(a)(1)(C), 1001, 1349, 1519,
TIMOTHY J. ARMSTRONG ) 1951; Title 26, United States Code,  

Defendants. ) Section 7206(1); and Title 28 United States 
) Code § 2461(c)
)

The United States Attorney charges: 

At all times material to the Information:

General Allegations

1. The Cuyahoga County Auditor’s Office (“Auditor’s Office”) had responsibility,

among other duties, for ensuring that every parcel of land in Cuyahoga County, Ohio and the

buildings thereon were fairly and uniformly appraised and then assessed for tax purposes.  Under

Ohio law, the Auditor’s Office was required to conduct a general reappraisal every six years and

an update every three years.  The Auditor’s Office was headed by an elected public official and
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its operations affected interstate commerce.

2. Public Official 2 (“PO2”) was an elected County official with overall

responsibility for all County funds.  He had the power to influence contracts and expenditures

within the Auditor’s Office.  

3. The Maple Heights City Schools (“MHCS”) was a government agency, as that

term is defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 666(d)(2), that received benefits in

excess of $10,000, during each of the calendar years material herein under a Federal program

involving a grant, contract, subsidy, loan, guarantee, insurance and other form of Federal

assistance.

4. Defendant SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI was an elected member of the MHCS

Board of Education (“School Board”) from 1981 to 2005.  In that capacity, she served as an

agent of the school district and had the power to influence the expenditure of school district

funds for contracts.  KLIMKOWSKI was also employed at the Auditor’s Office as a Department

of Appraisal Specialist, responsible for overseeing the commercial real estate appraisal process.

5. Both KLIMKOWSKI and PO2 were agents of the County, as defined in Title 18,

Section 666(d)(1), United States Code, and while a member of the School Board,

KLIMKOWSKI was an agent of MHCS, as defined in Title 18, Section 666(d)(1), United States

Code.

COUNT 1
(Hobbs Act Conspiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 1951)

6. Paragraphs 1, 2, 4 and 5 of this Information are re-alleged and incorporated by

reference as if fully set forth herein.

General Allegations
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At all times material herein:

7. Louis C. Damiani (“Damiani”) was an attorney licensed to practice law in the

State of Ohio until his death on or about September 4, 2006.  Damiani was one of four partners

in the law firm of Armstrong, Mitchell, Damiani and Zaccagnini (“AMDZ”) located in

Cleveland, Ohio.  Damiani served as an attorney for MHCS.  

8. Defendant BRUCE ZACCAGNINI was an attorney licensed to practice law in the

State of Ohio. ZACCAGNINI was a partner in AMDZ until its dissolution in or around

December 2006.

9. Defendant TIMOTHY J. ARMSTRONG was an attorney licensed to practice law

in the State of Ohio.  ARMSTRONG was a partner in AMDZ until its dissolution in or around

December 2006.

10. Attorney 2 was an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Ohio.  Attorney

2 was a partner in AMDZ until its dissolution in or around December 2006.

11. Business 16 was a commercial real estate appraisal business located at various

times in Athens, Ohio, Columbus, Ohio and Carmel, Indiana.

12. Business 17 was a commercial real estate appraisal business located in New

Jersey.  Business 17 wholly owned Business 18.

13. In or around March 1998, Business 16 and Business 18 formed a joint venture,

Business 19, to perform commercial appraisal work for the Auditor’s Office.  Damiani, while not

a party to the joint venture, had substantial control over Business 19.
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14. In or around January 2007, Business 20 assumed Business 16’s share in Business

19. Robert Scrivens, Jr. was a principal in Business 17 and Business 20 until his death in or

around November 2008.

15. Belcuy Partners (“Belcuy”) was created in or around December 2006 as a

partnership between ZACCAGNINI and Damiani’s relative.

16. The operations of AMDZ, Business 19, Business 17 and Belcuy affected

interstate commerce.

THE CONSPIRACY

17. Beginning in or about March 1998 and continuing until in or about March 2009,

the exact dates being unknown to the United States Attorney, in the Northern District of Ohio,

Eastern Division and elsewhere, Defendants SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI,  TIMOTHY J.

ARMSTRONG, BRUCE ZACCAGNINI and others known to the United States Attorney, did

knowingly and willfully combine, conspire, confederate and agree with each other to obstruct,

delay and affect commerce and the movement of articles and commodities in commerce by

extortion, in that KLIMKOWSKI and PO2 obtained property not due to them, namely

approximately $1.3 million, from ARMSTRONG, ZACCAGNINI and others with their consent,

under color of official right.

OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY

18. It was the object of the conspiracy that PO2 and KLIMKOWSKI abused their

official positions in the Auditor’s Office by performing official acts and promising to perform

official acts for the benefit of Business 16, Business 17, Business 18, Business 19, AMDZ,

Belcuy Partners, Louis C. Damiani,  ZACCAGNINI, ARMSTRONG, Attorney 2, Damiani’s

relative and others, in return for PO2 and KLIMKOWSKI receiving cash kickbacks.
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MANNER AND MEANS

It was part of the conspiracy that:

County Commercial Appraisal Contracts

19. In or around March 1998, Damiani told ARMSTRONG and Attorney 2 that PO2

would award Business 16 or Business 19 a contract with the Auditor’s Office to perform

commercial appraisal services, but that in return, PO2 needed to be paid.

20. In or around March 1998, Damiani reported to ARMSTRONG and Attorney 2

that PO2 and he were negotiating the kickback payments.

21. PO2 performed official acts to assist Business 19 in obtaining contracts with the

Auditor’s Office, including the following contracts valued at the following approximate amounts

(collectively hereinafter “Commercial Appraisal Contracts”):

Date Amount Contract Description

March 30, 1998 $3,470,000 Sexennial Reappraisal and General Consultation
Commercial/Industrial Properties

February 1, 1999 $1,050,000 Addendum to the 1998 Contract; Exempt Parcels
Annual Maintenance

January 5, 2000 $610,000 Addendum to the 1998 Contract; 200 Residential
Parcels Owned by the Auditor, Employees, or Other
Selected County Officials

November 28, 2000 $1,795,000 Addendum to the 1998 Contract Annual Maintenance
for Commercial and Industrial Properties

December 17, 2001 $1,500,000 Addendum to 1998 Contract Annual Maintenance and
General Consultation Services

December 10, 2002 $1,900,000 Triennial Update Services, Annual Maintenance,
CAMA Consultation

February 11, 2004 $4,250,000 Sexennial Reappraisal and General Consultation
Commercial/Industrial Properties
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July 30, 2004 $910,000 Addendum to 2004 Contract; Annual Maintenance for
Commercial and Industrial Properties

October 17, 2006 $5,695,000 Triennial Update Services, Annual Maintenance,
General Consultation Services/CAMA Consultation

January 21, 2008 $300,000 Addendum to the 2006 Contract; Review and
Consultation Service Relevant Industrial Reports

TOTAL $21,480,000

Cash Payments from AMDZ and Its Partners to KLIMKOWSKI and PO2

22. The County paid Business 19 on the Commercial Appraisal Contracts in

installments that occurred approximately monthly, according to a negotiated fee schedule.

23. From in or around 1998 through in or around December 2006, KLIMKOWSKI

hand-delivered most of the County’s payments on the Commercial Appraisal Contracts to

representatives of AMDZ.

24. From in or around 1998 through on or about December 31, 2006, AMDZ

performed all Business 18 and Business 19 bookkeeping, invoicing, and banking functions.  This

included depositing the County’s check to Business 19, paying Business 18's and Business 19’s

bills and transferring large sums of money among Business 19's and Business 18's bank accounts

and ultimately to AMDZ's bank account.  

25. Nearly every month, after AMDZ transferred the money to AMDZ’s bank

account, Damiani or ZACCAGNINI issued draw checks to the law firm’s partners, which

included proceeds of the County’s payments to Business 19.

26. When Damiani or ZACCAGNINI distributed the draw checks, they told each of

the law partners the amount of each partner’s cash contribution to the kickback and the date on

which the cash was due.  If a law partner was not in the office, ZACCAGNINI affixed a Post-It
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note on the partner’s draw check listing a date and an amount.  The law firm partners understood

that the information on the Post-It note represented the amount of cash the attorney was to

contribute toward the kickback and the date the money was due.

27. ARMSTRONG and Attorney 2 gave their contributions to the kickbacks

described in paragraph 26 above to either Damiani, or to ZACCAGNINI to give to Damiani.

28. ZACCAGNINI gave his contribution to the kickback described in paragraph 26

above to Damiani.

29. On occasion, instead of collecting cash from the law partners directly,

ZACCAGNINI, at Damiani’s direction, withdrew cash from AMDZ's bank account to give to

Damiani.

30. From in or around March 1998 through in or around September 2001, when

Damiani received cash for kickbacks described above from his law partners, he contacted

KLIMKOWSKI to schedule a dinner meeting with PO2 and KLIMKOWSKI.  At the dinner

meetings, Damiani delivered the kickbacks.

31. In or around September 2001, the dinner meetings ended and Damiani began

giving  $10,000 in cash directly to KLIMKOWSKI, who gave it to PO2.

32. In or around March 2005, in addition to giving KLIMKOWSKI $10,000 in cash

for PO2, Damiani began giving KLIMKOWSKI $3,000, and later $4,000 in cash for her to keep.

33. In or around June 2006, Damiani was diagnosed with a terminal illness.  He

instructed ZACCAGNINI to assume Damiani’s role in delivering the near-monthly kickbacks. 

ZACCAGNINI agreed and delivered the cash.

34. In or around the end of August 2006, KLIMKOWSKI, Damiani and

ZACCAGNINI met near Southpark Mall in Strongsville, Ohio.  KLIMKOWSKI told Damiani,
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outside of ZACCAGNINI’s presence, that PO2 said that the Auditor’s Office would award

another three-year commercial appraisal contract to Business 19, valued at approximately $6

million.

35. Approximately two days later, KLIMKOWSKI told Damiani that the Business 19

contract would be worth approximately $5.7 million, with an add-on of approximately $95,000

to the then-current appraisal contract.  Damiani relayed this information to ZACCAGNINI.

36. AMDZ’s services to Businesses 18 and 19 did not justify the high fees received.

Cash Payments from Belcuy and Its Partners

37. In or around December 2006, AMDZ dissolved and the kickbacks continued

under ZACCAGNINI’s direction, with Belcuy performing the role AMDZ had performed. 

Damiani’s relative, a partner in Belcuy, had no involvement with Business 19.

38. Once Belcuy was established, Attorney 2 and ARMSTRONG no longer

contributed to the kickbacks and no longer shared in Business 19 proceeds.  Instead, the two

Belcuy partners shared the Business 19 proceeds equally.  When Belcuy received distributions,

the Belcuy partners each contributed approximately $7,000 in cash, which ZACCAGNINI used

to continue paying kickbacks to PO2 and KLIMKOWSKI.

39. The services provided to Businesses 18 and 19 by Belcuy did not justify the high

fees received. 

40. KLIMKOWSKI hand-delivered many of the County’s payments on the

Commercial Appraisal Contracts to ZACCAGNINI.

41. Beginning in or around January 2007 and continuing through in or around July

2008, ZACCAGNINI met KLIMKOWSKI approximately monthly to deliver a kickback.

42. In or around January 2008, ZACCAGNINI increased KLIMKOWSKI’s share of
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each kickback from $4,000 to $6,000.

43. On or about July 24, 2008, ZACCAGNINI delivered a regular cash kickback to

KLIMKOWSKI, which she intended to deliver to PO2 on July 28, 2008.

Payments After the July 28, 2008 Searches

44. On July 28, 2008, KLIMKOWSKI learned that the FBI was executing search

warrants at PO2’s home and the Auditor’s Office in connection with a corruption investigation. 

At PO2’s instruction, she did not deliver the cash kickback in her possession to PO2.

45. In or around October 2008, PO2 asked KLIMKOWSKI for $1,000 of the July

kickback in her possession, explaining that because the FBI search warrants mentioned cash in

excess of $2,000, he did not want to have more than $2,000 in his home.  PO2 gave her an empty

cigarette pack and instructed her to place the $1,000 into that pack and return it later, which she

did. 

46. On two occasions from in or around October 2008 through in or around

December 2008, PO2 asked KLIMKOWSKI for $2,000 from the July kickback, which she gave

him. 

47. In or around December 2008, KLIMKOWSKI gave PO2 the last $5,000 from the

July 24, 2008 payment. 

48. In or around January 2009, ZACCAGNINI gave KLIMKOWSKI approximately

$2,000 in cash.

49. In or around February 2009, ZACCAGNINI gave KLIMKOWSKI approximately

$2,000 in cash.

Effect of the Conspiracy 

50. During the course of the conspiracy, PO2 received approximately $1,220,000 in
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kickbacks.

51. During the course of the conspiracy, KLIMKOWSKI received approximately

$154,000 in kickbacks.

52. During the course of the conspiracy, AMDZ's revenue from Businesses 18 and 19

was approximately $8,985,380.

53. During the course of the conspiracy, Belcuy’s revenue from Businesses 18 and 19

was approximately $3,689,000.

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951. 

The United States Attorney Further Charges:

COUNT 2

(Bribery Concerning Programs Receiving Federal Funds, 18 U.S.C. § 666(a)(1))

54. Paragraphs 3 through 5 of this Information are re-alleged and incorporated by

reference as if fully set forth herein.

General Allegations

At all times relevant to this Count of the Information:

55. Steven Wayne Pumper was the Chief Executive Officer of DAS Construction

(“DAS”), Garfield Heights, Ohio, and was a partner in multiple development projects in

Northeast Ohio. 
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56. DAS was a commercial construction company located in Garfield Heights, Ohio

with experience as a general contractor, construction manager, and design builder.

The Offense

57. Beginning in or about October 2003 and continuing through in or about

December 2005, the exact dates unknown to the United States Attorney, in the Northern District

of Ohio, Eastern Division, Defendant SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI did corruptly solicit, demand

and accept and agree to accept anything of value from Steven Wayne Pumper (not charged

herein) and DAS (not charged herein), intending to be influenced and rewarded in connection

with any business, transaction, and series of transactions of MHCS involving any thing of value

of $5,000 or more in each of the calendar years 2003 through 2005; that is, approximately 20

MHCS contracts with DAS valued at approximately $458,600 in total, which contracts generated

approximately $117,000 in gross profits for DAS. 

58. It was part of the scheme that in or around 2005 and 2006, Pumper, at

KLIMKOWSKI’s request, caused DAS to install siding at KLIMKOWSKI’s residence, install a

bay window in the dining room at KLIMKOWSKI’s residence and build a deck around

KLIMKOWSKI’s pool.

59. It was part of the scheme that Pumper never billed KLIMKOWSKI for the work

and she never offered to pay.

60. It was part of the scheme that in or around 2006, KLIMKOWSKI asked Pumper

to build a deck at the home of KLIMKOWSKI’s relative, which Pumper caused DAS to build.

61. It was part of the scheme that Pumper billed neither KLIMKOWSKI nor her

relative for the work and neither offered to pay.

62. It was part of the scheme that Pumper performed all of this work for
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KLIMKOWSKI in exchange for KLIMKOWSKI’s assistance with DAS obtaining MHCS

contracts.  

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 666(a)(1).

The United States Attorney further charges: 

COUNT 3

(Conspiracy to Commit Mail Fraud, 18 U.S.C. § 1341, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349)

Introduction

63. Paragraphs 3 through 5 and 7 are realleged and fully incorporated herein.

64. At all times relevant to this Count of the Information, PE8 was an employee of

MHCS who was responsible, among other duties, for maintaining MHCS’s financial records,

transacting MHCS business through financial accounts, disbursing MHCS funds and paying

MHCS bills properly.

65. At all times relevant to this Count of the Information, PE9 was an employee of

MHCS who had authority to procure food on behalf of MHCS.

THE CONSPIRACY

66. From in or around 2001 and continuing through on or about July 28, 2008, the

exact dates being unknown to the United States Attorney, in the Northern District of Ohio,

Eastern Division, Defendant SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI and others known and unknown to the

United States Attorney, did knowingly and willfully combine, conspire, confederate and agree

with each other to commit offenses against the United States, namely, to devise and intend to

devise a scheme and artifice to defraud MHCS of money and property and to obtain money and

property by means of materially false and fraudulent pretenses, representations and promises,

and for the purpose of executing such scheme and artifice, to cause matters to be placed in any
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post office and authorized depository for mail matter to be sent and delivered by the United

States Postal Service, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1341.

OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY

67. It was the object of the conspiracy that KLIMKOWSKI, PE8, PE9 and others

known and unknown to the United States Attorney, abused their positions and professional

relationships with MHCS and caused others to abuse their positions with MHCS by diverting

MHCS property for their personal use and for the personal use of others.

 MANNER AND MEANS

It was part of the conspiracy that:

68. Damiani and KLIMKOWSKI asked PE8 and PE9 in PE8's and PE9's official

capacities with MHCS to procure items, such as electronic equipment, household items, a

swimming pool heater and consumables.  Damiani and KLIMKOWSKI requested these items for

their personal use or the personal use of others.  PE8 and PE9 each obtained the items requested

from MHCS vendors, such as Sam’s Club, GFS and others, and delivered the items requested to

KLIMKOWSKI.  KLIMKOWSKI delivered to Damiani the items he requested.

69. Damiani used some of the household items to furnish rental property he owned in

Florida. 

70. Damiani and KLIMKOWSKI expected that PE8 and PE9 would use MHCS funds

to purchase the items requested.
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71. Neither Damiani nor KLIMKOWSKI reimbursed MHCS for items purchased at

their request for their personal use or the personal use of others.

72. When Damiani, KLIMKOWSKI and others requested items for their personal use,

PE8 falsely documented the purchases as legitimate MHCS expenses.

73. Damiani, KLIMKOWSKI, PE8 and others also used PE8's official position to

divert property from MHCS for their personal use and the personal use of others, not for the

benefit of MHCS.  For example, Damiani, PE8, and KLIMKOWSKI discussed Damiani’s desire

to acquire an MHCS mobile classroom for use as a hunting cabin on property that Damiani’s

friend owned in or around Belmont County, Ohio.  The mobile classroom was transported to the

property which Damiani’s friend owned.  MHCS did not receive reimbursement for the

classroom.

74. One effect of the conspiracy was that MHCS had fewer resources with which to

serve its students.

75. On a regular basis and on numerous occasions from in or about 2001 through in

or about July 2008, KLIMKOWSKI and others executed and attempted to execute the scheme

and artifice set forth above by causing the following matters and things to be mailed and

delivered by the United States Postal Service according to the directions thereon within the

Northern District of Ohio: bills to MHCS for items purchased for Damiani, KLIMKOWSKI, and

others during the course of the conspiracy and MHCS checks remitting payment on those

invoices.

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349.
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The United States Attorney further charges:

COUNT 4

(Making a Materially False Statement in a Matter within the Jurisdiction of the Government, 
18 U.S.C. § 1001)

76. Paragraphs 1, 2 and 4 through 53 of this Information are re-alleged and

incorporated by reference as if fully set forth herein.

General Allegations

77. Beginning on a date known to the United States Attorney and well before June 2,

2009, and continuing until the date of the filing of this Information, the Federal Bureau of

Investigation (“FBI”) and the Internal Revenue Service, Criminal Investigation Division (“IRS

CID”), both part of the executive branch of Government of the United States, and acting within

its jurisdiction, were investigating SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI for accepting bribes in her role as

a public official and for serving as a conduit for bribes to other public officials in violation of

federal law.   

78. On or about June 2, 2009, special agents of the FBI and IRS CID interviewed

KLIMKOWSKI in connection with the investigation.

False Statements to the FBI

79. On or about June 2, 2009, in the Northern District of Ohio, Eastern Division,

Defendant SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI knowingly and willfully did falsify, conceal and cover up

by trick, scheme and device a material fact, that is:  KLIMKOWSKI told special agents of the

FBI and IRS CID that on a monthly basis Louis C. Damiani gave her a large manilla envelope

containing $10,000 in cash to give to PO2, well knowing at the time that KLIMKOWSKI made

the statement that the large envelope also contained a bundle of cash for her, and intending at the
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time she made the statement to conceal the fact that she had received substantial cash payments

from Damiani, and later Bruce Zaccagnini. 

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1001(a)(1).

COUNT 5

(Destruction, Alteration, or Falsification of Records in Federal Investigations, 
18 U.S.C. §§ 1519 & 2)

80. Paragraphs 3 through 5 and 64 of this Information are re-alleged and incorporated

by reference as if fully set forth herein.

General Allegations

81. Business Executive or Employee 13 (“BE13”) was a consultant who served

clients attempting to obtain public contracts.

82. In or around December 2007, BE13 gave two televisions to SANTINA

KLIMKOWSKI, one for her and one for KLIMKOWSKI to give to PE8, in exchange for official

acts PE8, with KLIMKOWSKI’s assistance, performed for a client of BE13.  KLIMKOWSKI

placed one of the televisions in her house, where she used it until it was damaged by a power

surge sometime prior to July 28, 2008.  KLIMKOWSKI discarded the damaged television. 

KLIMKOWSKI gave the second television to PE8.

83. On or about July 28, 2008, KLIMKOWSKI, BE13, and PE8 became aware that

federal agents, as part of a wide-ranging criminal investigation of public corruption, had

executed search warrants at the homes and offices of County officials, the office of BE13, and

the offices of contractors who had done business or were doing business with MHCS. 
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84. The investigation described above was a matter within the jurisdiction of a

department or agency of the United States, to wit: the FBI and IRS, CID.

The Obstruction

85. From on or about August 3, 2008 to on or about August 5, 2008, in the Northern

District of Ohio, Eastern Division, Defendant SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI and BE13 knowingly

caused PE8 to conceal a tangible object, that is a television, with the intent to impede, obstruct,

and influence the investigation and proper administration of any matter within the jurisdiction of

any department or agency of the United States, and in relation to and in contemplation of any

such matter.

86. It was part of the obstruction that on or about August 3, 2008, BE13 told

KLIMKOWSKI to “get rid of” the television BE13 had given her and to tell PE8 to “get rid of”

the television BE13 had given PE8. 

87. It was a further part of the obstruction that on or about August 3, 2008,

KLIMKOWSKI relayed BE13's message to PE8, that PE8 should “get rid of” the television

BE13 had given PE8.

88. It was a further part of the obstruction that on or about August 3, 2008, PE8

packed the television he had received from BE13 and which he had been using in his house, and

moved it to a warehouse used by the MHCS where it remained boxed until in or around

September 2009.  

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1519 and 2.
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The United States Attorney further charges:

COUNT 6

(Making and Subscribing False Tax Returns, 26 U.S.C. § 7206(1))

89. On or about the dates stated below, in the Northern District of Ohio, Eastern

Division, Defendant SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI, a resident of Maple Heights, Ohio, who was

married, did willfully make and subscribe U.S. Individual Income Tax Returns, Form 1040, for

the calendar years stated below, on behalf of herself, each of which was verified by a written

declaration that it was made under the penalties of perjury and was filed with the Internal

Revenue Service, and each of which the defendant did not believe to be true and correct as to

every material matter in that, as she then and there well knew and believed, each said return

understated her total income (on line 22) by failing to report income the defendant had that year

from bribes she received, as a result of which each return understated the amount of taxes owing

for that year, in the approximate amounts stated below:

Year Date Unreported 
income

Unreported 
taxes

2006 04/15/2007 $24,000 $6,739

2007 04/15/2008 $48,000 $14,498

2008 04/15/2009 $42,000 $11,651

Totals $114,000 $32,888

In violation of Title 26, Section 7206(1), United States Code.
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The United States Attorney further charges:

FORFEITURE: SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI

(Forfeiture,18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(1)(C) and 28 U.S.C. § 2461(c))

90. The allegations of Count 1 are hereby realleged and incorporated herein by

reference for the purpose of alleging forfeiture pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(1)(C) and 28

U.S.C. § 2461(c).  As a result of the foregoing offense, Defendant SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI

shall forfeit to the United States all property, real and personal, which constitutes, or is derived

from, proceeds traceable to the commission of Count 1, including, but not limited to $57,100 in

U.S. Currency seized from SANTINA KLIMKOWSKI on July 13, 2009.

                                                                    
WILLIAM J. EDWARDS
ATTORNEY FOR THE UNITED STATES,
ACTING UNDER AUTHORITY CONFERRED
BY 28 U.S.C. § 515


